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APPEAL BRIEF 

Appellant rc^cctfiilly submits tliis Appeal Brief in response to the Final OfRce 
Action mailed on August 25, 2005 and the Notice of Panel Decision Irom Pre-AppcaJ Brief 
Review mailed on Januaiy 20, 2006. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

A. Real Party in Interest 

The real party in interest with respect to this appeal is the Hewlett-Packard Company, 
the named assignee in this application. 

B» Related.Appcabs.andJntcrfcrcnccs 
None. 

C Statusof Ciaimit 

Claims 1, 2, 20, and 25 have been cancdcd without prgtidice or disclaimer of the 
subject matter contained therein. 

Claims 3-13, 21-24, and 26 have been allowed 
Claims 14-19 and 27 stand rgccted. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R- § 41 ,37, Appellant hereby appeals the Examiner's decision 
finally rejecting Claims 14-19 and 27 to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. 
Therefore, Claims 14-19 and 27 of this application ate at issue on this appeal. 

1>. Status_p_f Amendments 

No amendments to the claims have been made subsequent to the issuance of the final 
Office Action. 

A copy of the claims at issue on appeal is attached as the Claims Appendix. 
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SUMMARY OF ClJVTMEP STJBJECT^ 

Claim 14 of fhc present invention is the only independent claim at issue in this appeal. 

Claim 1 4 pertains to a method for assessing the photo quality of a captured image in a 
digital camera (20). The steps outlined in Claim 14 are depicted and described with resfpcct 
to Figures 7 and 13. 

in the meUiod of Claim 14, die photo quality of a captured image is checked, in- 
camcra, to dctcnninc if the photo quality is acceptable. This step is broadly depicted as 
elements 64 and 66 in Figure 7 and as elements 90-98 in Figure 13- On page 8, paragraph 28 
of the Specification^ the captured image is descnbcd as bebg processed ^n-camcra'' through 
use of -a "custom-made built-in ASJ C, DSP, or general purpose processor for tfie purpose of 
objecQvely checking the photo quality of the processed image. . In this regard^ the terms 
"checked, in-camera^ may be defined as chcddng of the captured image through processes 
that are performed within the distal camem (20) by one or more processing devices. 

Claim 14 also recites that a corresponding photo quality feedback is provided to a 
camera user. This step is shown in Figures 7 and 13 as the "yes** and ^o** outputs to the 
decision boxes 66, 93, 95, and 97. 

Claim 1 4 fijrther recites that a &cc quality figure of merit for the captured image is 
computed and that the computed &ce quality figure of merit is compared to a threshold to 
determine if the face quality figure of merit exceeds the threshold. These steps arc shown in 
Figure 7 as elements 64 and 66 and in Figure 13 as elements 90-98. In addidon^ paragraph 88 
on page 1 S of the Specification recites that the 'iacc quality figure of merif* is computed by 
"the built-in ASIC or DSP or general purpose processor of digital still camcm 20^\ which is 
"programmed to compute: (a) a brightness figure of merits (b) a noise level figure of merit» 
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(c) a contrast figure of merit, and (d) to check for presence/absence of red eye in the 
respective detected rc^ons*^ 

As such, for in^once, die **fece quality figure of merit" may comprise any of a 
number of different attributes of a iacc detected in the captured image. In addition, the 
different attributes are computed by tbc "built-in ASIC or DSP or general puipose processor 
of digital still camem 20**. 

nr. ORQinsTDS of rejecjtqntobe 

Wlicthcr Claim 14 is unpatentable under 35 U*S«C. § 1 03(a) over U.S* Patent No, 
6;298,198 to Ina ct al. in view of U-S- Patent No. 6,134^39 to Luo- 

Whelher Claims 15-18 and 27 are unpatentable under 35 U,S.C, § 103(a) over U*S. 
Patent No. 6,298J 98 to Tna et al. in view of Patent No. 6,134^39 to Luo and further in 
view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0191861 to Cheatle. 

Whether Claim 1 9 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) over U.S. Patent No. 
6^98,198 to Ina et al. in view of U.S* Patent No. 6yU4^Z9 to Luo and fiirthcr in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,016,354 to Lin et al. 

IV. ARGUMENT 

A- Rejection of Claim 14 Under 35 U,S,C- SlQ3fa) Over U.S- Patent No. 
6aTO J 98_to_Ina_e_t al. in view of_U.S. Patent No.j6^134339_to_Lno 

1. The Enminer^s Position 
The Examiner is of the opinion that the combination of U.S. Patent No. 6^298,198 to 
Ina et aL (herein after ''Ina et al.*0 and U.S. Patent No. 6,134339 to JUuo (hcrdn after "Luo") 
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disclo^ all of the features cloiincd in Claim 14 of the present invention and that Claim 14 is 
therefore unpatentable over the combined disclostires contained in Ina et al. and Luo. In 
setting forth this rgcction, the Examiner asserts tliat Ina ct ah discloses all of the features of 
Claim 14 except **a fiace qoaJity computmg by comparing said computed face qualify Jt^ite 
of merit to a threshold to determine if said face quality figure of merit exceeds said tlxreshold 
as claimed/* 

More particalarly, the Examiner asserts that Ina ct al, discloses "checking, in-camcra, 
the photo quality of the captured image to dctermincd[jf/c] if the photo qtiality is acceptable**. 
Jn making this assertion, the Ejcamincr points to Figures 7, 1 1 and 14 of Ina ct al. and asserts 
that "the quality of the captured image is detcmiinod by the controller 100/92 located in the 
camera 10; sec col. 7, lines SO-H, col. S, lines 25+, and col. 9, lines 5+)" 

The Examiner also asserts that Figure 14 of Ina et al. discloses "providing a 
corresponding photo quality feedback, , . to a camera uscr^. More particularly, the Examiner 
R«»ert» ^hnt the fccdhack 
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